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Detaile d Action 

Background 

1. This Office Action is responsive to the following communications: 
Applicants amendment filed on 1/17/2007. 

2. Claims 1, 2, 4*8 and 10-12 are pending in this case. The Applicants have 
amended claims 1, 7, 8, and 10-12, where claims: 1 and 7 are in independent form. 

3. Applicants have amended the Specification. 

4. The rejection of claims 7-12, made under 35 U.S.C. §101 in the previous 
Office Action (dated 10/17/2006) are withdraw in view of the amendment. 

5. Applicant's arguments filed 1/17/2007 have been fully considered but 
they are not persuasive for the reasons set forth hereunder. 

Claim Rejections • 35 USC § 112 

6. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims 
particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the subject 
matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

7. Claims 4 and 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject 
matter which applicant regards as the invention. Specifically, both claims depend from 
claims, which have been canceled, and the intended dependency result is not 
ascertainable. Claims 4 and 10 are being examined as if they depended from claims 1 
and 7, respectively. 
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Claim Rejections • 35 USC $ 103 

8. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not 
identically disclosed or described as set forth in section 102 of 
this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought 
to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter 
as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was 
made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said 
subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by 
the manner in which the invention was made. 

9. Claims 1, 2, 4-8, and 10-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
unpatentable over Ulead VideoStudio 5 Tutorial 6/8/2001 (hereinafter "VS5") in view of 
Lapson et al. (US Pat. No. 4,464,625). 

As to independent claim 1 (and dependent claim 4), VS5 teaches a method of 
representing a tree database in a display menu, comprising the steps of providing a 
tree database with a database name (label F, Image of "Library Manager" reproduced 
below, step 7 showing the "Library Manager," pp. 2, VS5), the tree database possessing 
a plurality of first level data nodes (label D, "Library Manager" step 7 on pp. 2, VS5), 
each of which possesses a null set or a plurality of second level data nodes (e.g. label C'l 
and C'2, "Library Manager" step 7 on pp. 2, VS5), wherein each of the first data node 
and the second data node has a data node name (e.g. First level names : Video, Image, 
Color; Second level names : Video-Split by Scene, and Video-Pets, See "Library 
Manager," VS5); selecting one of the first level data nodes as a working data node (e.g. 
Video, "Library Manager" step 7 on pp. 2, VS5) ; titling the node name of the working 
data node in the first line of a working menu (e.g. label B: Video, "Library Manager" 
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step 7 on pp. 2, VS5); listing the second level data nodes possessed by the working data 
node in the working menu following the node name of the working data node (e.g. below 
first level node "Video" are its second level nodes: '"Video-Split by Scene," and "Video- 
Pets," "Library Manager" step 7 on pp. 2, VS5); listing the non-selected first level data 
nodes as a switching menu (label D: "Image," and label E: "Color," "Library Manager" 
step 7 on pp. 2, VS5); and combining the working menu, the switching menu, and the 
database name into a display menu (label A, "Library Manager" step 7 on pp. 2, VS5). 
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Fig. 4, Instant Application 



VS5 does not expressly disclose that if a cursor is moved to one of the first level 
data nodes in the switching menu, the second level data nodes possessed by thereof are 
displayed in an extra menu and can be displayed and selected in a display device. 
Lapson et al. is cited for teaching if a cursor is moved to one of the first level data nodes 
("titles" col. 6, line 2) in the switching menu ("bar 100," col. 6, line l), the second level 
data nodes possessed by thereof are displayed in an extra menu ("...one or more sub- 
command items 104 are displayed by the computer system..." col. 6, lines 5*10; see also 
"...simply by movement of the cursor over a "pull-down" menu bar." col. 6, lines 52-55) 
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and can be displayed ("displayed" col. 2, lines 23*25) and selected in a display device 
("...shown on the display device... which permits user to select command options..." 
col. 2, lines 19-25). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to have used the mouse-over extra menus of 
Lapson et al. in the switching menu of VS5 because, in the same field of endeavor of 
permitting a user to select command options by movement of the displayed cursor 
over a pull-down menu bar, Lapson et al. expressly suggests desirability of using a 
cursor controlled by a mouse to choose displayed choices (...keyboard input systems 
are not as effective as a cursor control device commonly referred to as a "mouse 11 col. 
1, lines 18-21) for the same problem of displaying an extra menu using a displayed 
cursor ("../pull-down' menu bar..." col. 1, line 55). Moreover, at the time the 
invention was made there was a reasonable expectation of success in the 
combination because both Lapson et al. and VS5 use a mouse to execute drop-down 
menu commands. 

As to dependent claim 2, VS5 further discloses the limitations of claim 1, 
wherein the display menu can be displayed and selected in a display device ("In the 
Library area, click the down-arrow button and select..." step 7, pp. 2, VS5). 

• . As to dependent claim 5, VS5 further discloses the limitations of claim 1, 
wherein the tree database is a general database ("... the library for your video..." step 7, 
pp. 2, VS5)(emphasis added). 
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As to dependent claim 6, VS5 further discloses the limitations of claim 1, 
wherein the tree database is a directory system ("...create a video folder ..." and 
"...custom folder item ..." step 7, pp. 2, VS5)(emphasis added). 

As to claims 7-8, and 10-12, these claims differ only in that they are product-by- 
process claims defined by the processes of claims 1, 2, and 4-6, respectively, therefore 
these claims are rejected for the same reasons set forth in treatment of claims 1, 2, and 
4-6, respectively. 

Response to Arguments 

10. Applicants have amended the Claims in response to the Examiner's 
rejections of claims 7-12, made under 35 U.S.C. §101 in the previous. Office Action 
(dated 10/17/2006) - these rejections are withdraw in view of the amendment. 

11. Applicants' arguments, see pp 8-10 filed 1/17/2007, with respect to the 
limitations taught by Lapson in the previous Office Action (dated 10/17/0206) have been 
fully considered but are not persuasive. 

Lapson teaches, ("A display system and method is disclosed for use in 
conjunction with the cursor control device, which permits user to select command 
options simply by movement of the displayed cursor over a "menu bar/ 1 col. 2, lines 20- 
27)(emphasis added). This statement is not qualified by language requiring the 
actuation of a mouse button before displaying a menu bar. Therefore Applicants' 
analysis of a particular embodiment discussing the use of the mouse button does not 
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transform the teaching of "... simply by movement of the displayed cursor over a "menu 
bar," col. 2, lines 20*27)(emphasis added). 

Furthermore, independent claims 1 and 7 do not require the absence of the 
actuation of a mouse button before displaying the second level data nodes. The claims 
require only that the second level data nodes possessed of the first level data be 
displayed, which Lapson teaches (see col. 5, line 67 - col. 6, line 15) . In addition, the 
claims do not require the displaying to be automatic. 

Conclusion 

12. The following prior art is made of record and, while not relied upon, is 
considered pertinent to Applicants' disclosure: 

[l] US Pat. No. 5,485,175 for teaching a method and apparatus of 
displaying a hierarchical menu. 

[2] US Pat. No. 6,011,555 for teaching a Method and apparatus for a 
drop down control that changes contents dynamically. 

[3] US Pat. No. 6,456,304 Bl for teaching a procedural toolbar user 
interface. 

13. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection 
presented in this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See 
MPEP § 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth 
in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 
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A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire 
THREE MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is 
filed within TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory 
action is not mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory 
period, then the shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory 
action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be 
calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, however, will 
the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

14. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications 
from the Examiner should be directed to Samir Termanini at telephone number is (571) 
270-1047. The Examiner can normally be reached from 9 A.M. to 6 P.M., Monday 
through Friday. 

If attempts to reach the Examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the Examiner's 
supervisor, Stephen S. Hong can be reached on (571) 272-4124. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR 
only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http7/p air- direct. uspto.gov. 
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Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 




SURE;-. 



STEPHEN HONG 
v >L PATENT EXAMINER 




Samir Termanini 
Patent Examiner 
Art Unit 2178 



